EDITORIAL COMMENTS FORM 

	EDITORIAL COMMENT’S on revised paper (if any)
	Authors’ response to editor’s comments

	After a thorough assessment, it is noted that some core mathematical concerns raised during the peer-review process remain insufficiently resolved, especially those related to the rigor and completeness of certain proofs (notably Theorem 2.1 and Theorem 3.2), as well as the clarification of assumptions and scope in the Introduction. These points are essential for ensuring the mathematical soundness and clarity of the contribution.
	We revised the proof of Theorem 2.1 by adding more detail to make the construction clearer, correcting indexing, and, explicitly, checking the Hausdorff property and minimality. It has improved the proof of Theorem 3.2 by performing an exhaustive case analysis of all possible competition hyperedge configurations for the critical case.|V(D)|=4 fully justifying non-Hausdorff. The new Introduction explicitly outlines the standing assumptions and circumscribes the scope of the work, with an accent on Hausdorff separation, minimality, and classes of hypergraphs.

We believe these revisions address these issues and greatly improve the clarity and mathematical rigor of the manuscript.


Created by: EA
Checked by: ME
Approved by: CEO

Version: 1.5 (4th August, 2012)


